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The Attorney General of California has prepared the following title and summary of the chief 
purpose and points of the proposed measure: 
PROHIBITS GOVERNMENT FROM ENFORCING EDUCATIONAL STANDARDS 
AND MAKES PARENTS AND GUARDIANS SOLELY RESPONSIBLE FOR THEIR 
CHILDREN’S EDUCATION.  INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT.  
Changes Constitution to prohibit state and local government from requiring parents and 
guardians to meet educational standards.  Gives parents and legal guardians the sole authority 
and responsibility to educate their children, including the right to determine the venue, 
curriculum, and methods of education.  Summary of estimate by Legislative Analyst and 
Director of Finance of fiscal impact on state and local government:  Potentially significant costs 
for state and local governments to resolve complaints and make alternative arrangements 
for parents who believe existing laws or policies violate their rights under this measure.  
(17-0030.) 
RECEIVED 
SEP O 5 2017 
JNITIATIVE COORDINATOR
ATTORNEY GENERAL'S OFFICE 
17-00 30 

Ms. Ashley Johansson 
Initiative Coordinator 
Office of the Attorney General 
1300 I Street 
Sacramento, California 95814 
August 30, 2017 
Re: Request for title and summary 
Dear Ms. Johansson: 
Pursuant to Article II, Section 10( d) of the California Constitution, this letter requests that the 
Attorney General prepare a circulating title and summary of the chief purpose and points of the 
enclosed ballot initiative: "California Parental Rights Act of 2018." Also enclosed are the 
required signed statements per California Elections Code, and a check in the amount of $2,000. 
Please direct all inquiries and correspondence regarding this proposed initiative to the 
undersigned. 
Sincerely, 
Lee Olson 
Chairman 
Committee to End Slavery 
16458 Bolsa Chica Street, #165 
Huntington Beach, CA 92649 
Enclosures: Initiative language, Certifications and check 
17-0030
 
SECTION 1. Title. This measure shall be known and may be cited as the "California Parental 
Rights Act of2018." 
SECTION 2. Findings and Declarations 
A. The Committee to End Slavery makes the following findings: 
(1) The responsibility for the raising of children lies solely with parents, or legal 
guardians, in accordance with our Creators command given to parents, not the 
government, to "Train up a child in the way he should go: and when he is old, he will not 
depart from it." 
(2) The government has immorally usurped, at gun point, the Creator endowed 
inviolable right of parents to control the education of their children. 
(3) The government has used its powers of coercion not only to usurp the Creator 
endowed inviolable parent's rights but also to promote immoral teachings contrary to the 
way the Creator has said the child should go. 
(4) The government schools reject abstinence from sexual activity outside the bounds of 
marriage and teach that fornication is not only okay but it's expected. 
(5) The government schools teach that homosexual behaviors are morally acceptable and 
should be praised, contrary to the Creator's instructions for healthy living, by idolizing 
and establishing Harvey Milk Day honoring a man known primarily for his homosexual 
exploits rather than any good done for the public. In addition, government schools have 
established a Day of Silence which is a Leftist political event, is a propaganda event 
designed and is intended to eradicate conservative moral beliefs about volitional 
homoerotic acts and/or to make it socially impossible to express them, and it's disruptive 
to the educational environment and process. 
(6) Government schools have a full court press on to eradicate Judeo-Christian moral 
principles from any discourse in the lives of California residents. 
(7) Government school promotion of immoral sexual behaviors, especially fornication 
and homosexuality, has resulted in the highest syphilis rates in decades, quadrupling in 
15 years according to the CDC, with the majority ofnew infections in gay and bisexual 
men causing the L.A.-based AIDS Healthcare Foundation to erect billboards warning of a 
"Syphilis Tsunami," and causing L.A. County public health workers to actively search 
for people who may have the disease. Also according to the CDC 2015 STD Fact Sheet, 
20 million new STDs occur every year with half among those 15-24 years old. This 
drives almost $16 billion in health care costs. Based upon 2008 data the CDC estimates 
that 110 million Americans have STDs at any given time. That's an astounding 1 out of 
every 3 Americans ( or roughly 1 out of every 2 adults over the age of 18). 
(7) Parents who understand that the path to life consists of following Judeo-Christian 
moral principles revealed by our Creator are increasingly seeking alternative educational 
options such as private and home schools where their children will not be indoctrinated in 
secular humanism, or any other ism, that violates Judeo-Christian moral principles nor 
will they have their morals corrupted by the moral degeneracy which is the essence of 
government school education. 
SECTION 3. Purpose and Intent. 
A. To establish in the California Constitution the inviolable right ofparents, or legal 
guardians, to have absolute and sole control of the education of their children without 
interference from or threats of coercion by any level of government. 
SECTION 4. The California Parental Rights Act of 2018. Section 17 is added to Article IX of 
the California Constitution, to read: 
SECTION 17. 
(a) This Act shall be known as the "California Parental Rights Act of 2018." 
(b) Notwithstanding any provision of the Constitution to the contrary, the 
parents, or legal guardian, shall have the inviolable right of sole authority and 
responsibility to "train up their child, or ward, in the way the child should go" 
including, but not limited to, the venue, the curriculum and the methods and 
this authority and responsibility shall not be usurped by any local, county, State 
or other State sanctioned governmental entity. 
SECTION 5. Proponent Standing. Notwithstanding any other provision oflaw, if the State, its 
government agencies, or any of its officials fail to defend the constitutionality of this measure 
following its approval by the voters, any other government employee, any proponent, or, in their 
absence, any citizen of this state shall have the authority to intervene in any court action 
challenging the constitutionality of this measure for the purpose of defending its 
constitutionality, whether such action is in trial court, on appeal, or on discretionary review by 
the Supreme Court of California or the Supreme Court of the United States. The fees and costs of 
defending the action shall be a charge on funds appropriated to the Attorney General, which shall 
be satisfied promptly. 
LAO ". 
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OCT 2 5 2017 
Hon. Xavier Becerra INITIATIVE COORDINATOR 
Attorney General ATTORNEY GENERAL'S OFFICE 
1300 I Street, 17th Floor 
Sacramento, California 95814 
Attention: Ms. Ashley Johansson 
Initiative Coordinator 
Dear Attorney General Becerra: 
Pursuant to Elections Code Section 9005 , we have reviewed the initiative that proposes a 
constitutional amendment related to parental rights (A.G. File No. 17-0030). 
Background 
Parental Rights Are Broad but Not Absolute. A basic legal principle in California and other 
states holds that parents have certain rights for raising their children. This principle exists in 
various state and federal laws as well as in court decisions interpreting these laws. For example, 
the U.S. Supreme Court has found that parents have the constitutional right to make decisions 
concerning the "care, custody, and control" of their children. These parental rights, however, are 
not absolute. The courts have determined that states can impose some restrictions on parents in 
order to protect children's welfare. Various government agencies enforce these laws, including 
school districts, county health and welfare agencies, state and local law enforcement agencies, 
and the California Department of Social Services. A few examples of such laws in California are: 
• Child Welfare Laws. State law requires parents to provide their children with 
necessities such as food, shelter, clothing, and supervision. The law also defines and 
prohibits abusive behaviors (such as intentionally inflicting physical injury on a 
child). Parents who violate these laws can lose custody of their children. In these 
cases, the state can place those children in the care of another family member, a foster 
family, or a group home. 
• Compulsory Education. The state's compulsory education law requires parents to 
ensure that children between the ages of 6 and 18 attend school. Parents can meet this 
requirement by sending their children to a public or private school, or by 
homeschooling their children. Parents who refuse to send their children to school can 
be required to take parenting courses or pay a fine . In extreme cases, courts also can 
send parents to jail. 
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• Immunization Requirements. State law requires children attending public and private 
schools to be immunized against certain infectious diseases. Parents must provide 
proof of these immunizations before their children can attend school. Some 
exceptions to the immunization requirement exist for parents who homeschool their 
children and parents who obtain an exemption from their children's doctor. 
School Districts Approve Classes and Textbooks. School districts in California are governed 
by locally elected school boards. Within certain limits set by the state, these boards determine 
what classes are taught in their districts. School boards also approve the textbooks for these 
classes. Parents have certain rights to participate in these decisions, including the right to observe 
classes, examine textbooks, and participate on committees that advise districts about their 
classes. Parents also can remove their children from classes involving sexual health education or 
HIV/ AIDS prevention education. Some states grant parents greater or fewer rights than 
California. As an example of the former, a few states allow parents to remove their children from 
any class that they find objectionable. 
Proposal 
Amends State Constitution to Give Parents the "Sole Authority and Responsibility" for 
Raising Their Children. At a minimum, this authority would include the right for parents to 
determine the "venue, curriculum, and methods" by which their children are educated. The 
measure also prohibits the state and any local government from infringing upon this authority. 
Fiscal Effects 
Effects Depend on Actions by Parents and Interpretation by the Courts. The fiscal effects 
of this measure are uncertain because the measure does not specifically create any new programs 
or repeal any state laws. The effects would depend primarily on (1) how many parents use the 
measure to challenge existing laws or policies, and (2) how broadly the courts interpret the 
measure. The fiscal effects could be relatively minor to the extent that few parents challenge 
existing laws and the courts interpret the measure largely as affirming rights that parents already 
possess. On the other hand, the effects could be significant if many parents challenge existing 
laws, or if the courts interpret the measure as significantly expanding parental rights. 
Potential Costs for State and Local Governments. Under the measure, state and local 
governments likely would experience additional costs to review complaints and make alternative 
arrangements for parents who believe laws or policies violate their rights under the measure. 
Given that the measure specifically mentions education, school districts could be affected to the 
greatest extent. For example, parents might determine that the topics covered in a particular class 
are inconsistent with the way they wish to raise their children. In these cases, the measure could 
require school districts to offer an alternative class or modified curriculum. Providing this 
alternative might require districts to buy additional textbooks or hire additional staff. If many 
parents asked for such alternatives, the costs could be significant. The measure also could have a 
number of indirect fiscal effects. For example, the measure might allow parents to exempt their 
children from the immunization requirement, which could affect the cost of state programs 
designed to improve public health. These indirect effects are difficult to estimate. 
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Summary of Fiscal Effects. This measure would have the following fiscal effects: 
• Potentially significant costs for state and local governments to resolve complaints and 
make alternative arrangements for parents who believe existing laws or policies 
violate their rights under this measure. 
Sincerely, 
~~ µ_ 
VU Legislative Analyst 
